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This Court has jurisdiction to decide crimnal appeals
pursuant to the Arizona Constitution Article VI, Section 16, and
A.R S. Section 12-124(A) and 13-4033.

Appel lant, Onen B. O Neill, was charged by | ong conpl ai nt
with three counts of Violation of the Neighborhood O di nance and
one charge of Failing to Dispose of Waste from Snmall|l Ani mal s,
all class 1 m sdeneanor offenses in violation of various
sections of the Phoenix City Code. Appellant entered a plea of
guilty and was placed on probation by the Phoenix Cty Court.
Thereafter, Appellant admtted on April 9, 2002 a violation of
his probation to the court. It is fromthe disposition that
occurred after Appellant’s adm ssion of his violation of
probation, fromwhich Appellant appeals.

Counsel for Appellant has appropriately pointed out to this
court that it lacks jurisdiction resulting from adm ssions of
probation violation. A R S. Section 13-4033(B) provides:

I n non-capital cases, a Defendant may
not appeal froma judgnent or sentence that
is entered pursuant to a plea agreenent or an
adm ssion to a probation violation.

Appel l ant’s counsel also points out that Rule 32.1, Arizona
Rul es of Crimnal Procedure, provides for a specific renedy and
procedure for a Defendant to seek from an illegal or
i nappropri ate sentence.

| T 1S THEREFORE ORDERED di smi ssing this appeal
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED remanding this matter back to the

Phoenix Gty Court for all further and future proceedings in
this case.
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